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/rprll 22, 19e0

i,{r. C. T, $orengen, $ocretaryr
?he Ceclar Creok illgh l7ater Irrlgetlorl co.,
Lit. Pleasant, Utah.

Dear 8lr:
Your card. of the ELEt lnstr, roJ.atlvo to the

appolntnent of a rmtcr eonmi$sloner to dlstrlbute the
waters of ?wln anrl Ceclor Creeks, recoLvotl.

In reply you ars acivisotl that to date we have
not cone to any deflalte ileclslon as to whether a water
comml*,;gloaer'should be appolnteil on eald creekg or not.
You ero probably Bit&ro that the Trln Creek Irrlgatlon
uoapany alss askea for tbe appolntmont of B water GomnLs-
sloner- and that the L.lountaln ttrnnel Irrlgatton eonpeny pay
thr oxpenses of euch connl.sslorrerr Protests ln favor of
and agalnst the appolntraent of such conrmlssionor are stlll
belng submltteil to thls offlce. Lthl1e you are not dlreotly
lnvoLveil tn thls controversy you are novertheloss an appro-
prlator frorn the ssme streanranil shouLd the State lln$ineer
tloalile to appolnt a water eommLssloner on the ptroe of ths
Twln Ureek Irrlgation Co$peny the sans oonmlssloner woulcll
also dlstribute tho wator of 0eclar Creek.

ls soon as the Tnln Crook Irrlgatlon Compery erd'
tho l,iountaln funneI Irrlgatlon Company are througb eubnlttlng
affLd.arlts tn support ancl rebuttal to tho appolntnent of a
water coremlssionor r.re w111 then talre tho noattor uB for flnal
tleci.slon and. you w1L1 then be atlvteodl as to ths $tats }lnglneerto
tteelslon.

Yery truly yours,

cJula
Stato llnglnoerr

)oprrty.By


